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February 2, 1993

Nancy L. Recht, M.A.
Jerry S. Smith, M.A.

Manny Tau, M.A.
Loraine 1. Wal.h, Ph.D.

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United states Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein,

I am a 33 year old Psychotherapist who is involved with
model aviation as an important past-time. I fly large radio
controlled gliders (3 meters wingspan) on a competitive
level. Last year, I qualified to compete for a position on
the United States F3B Soaring Team. Though I did not make
the team, I still compete on a local and national level. I'm
very active with various publications related to model
aviation, d?nating articles pro bono.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are
currently under consideration by the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies
that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies
by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging
the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies
will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
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interference to radio control operations. I am told that of
the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio
control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left
if these rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we
go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our
safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use
of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing
spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds.
The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the
point they are capable of causing property damage, serious
injury, or even death if radio interference causes the
operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the
expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we
are as important as business users of radios, but we have a
considerable investment in our models and radio equipment.
The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and helps to direct young people in career
paths in the aviation fields.

Since the radio frequency spectrum is considered public
property I feel it is only proper that it should be used to
the benefit of as many people as possible. The radio control
frequencies compose a very small portion of the spectrum that
is utilized by many thousands of persons. Please help me
continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the
FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

=~~
anny Tau, M.A.
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February 3, 1993

Gary R. Blair
2445 La France St.
San Diego, CA 92109

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

I am a long-time radio controlled model airplane builder and flyer. I am active in two local
flying clubs whose many members enjoy building and flying radio controlled model airplanes.
This activity brings all of us much pleasure and the money we spend on this hobby adds funds
and jobs to the local economy.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the
new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will
move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations.
I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model
airplanes, only 19 frequencies wiJJ be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin on safety wiJJ be greatly decreased.



Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they
are capable of causing property damage, serious injury. or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events
and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full compliment
of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and
in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people
like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposals for the 72 -76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

#;l!jJ/~r
Gary R. Blair



Mr & Mrs. Eric Gaukel
, r - 2224 Pleasant Val. Rd

) l\ptus, C"tjr 950')3

Date: Fd8

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
U. S. senate omce Bldg.
Washington. DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein.

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy constru~t1Dg and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I personally own ~ radios. 10./. RIC models ancfhave a
workshop full of other products necessmy to operaUng my models.

I am ftI'J" coDcenae4 &boat til. propo••d nile tIlat II O1IIftDtlT .der coaklentba bJ' tIae
I'edenIl ('omm1D''oatbt. ".... (I'CC). )llNDII• ..., ....Docket 81-188. Ifadopt..
tile DeW nile wID ...... the "ty 01 C1II'I'Dt17 ........ ,.. RIC IDOde1
..UldIDcreue the .... oIMddeDD u4 atteodmt 1IIbIIlty.

Our radlo-control t'requenctes are In the 72-76 MHz band. This band 18 prtmarily used for
private land mobJle dispatch operations. However. our radio-control frequencieS In thJa band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfermg with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) In" Docket 92-2. replaces Part 90 of the rules
with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows lor safe use ofRIC a1rcraft and surface models by keeping 10
Khz spacing between fixed commerc1al users and frequencJes used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 wtll allow mobile users on frequenCies within 2.5 Khz of frequenCies available to us.
el1rn1natJng safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and
10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In
fact. more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models. we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions Involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencJes 18
d1m1n1shed as proposed by the FCC. the rema1n1ng frequencies w1l1 become congested and the
margin of safety wtll be greatly decreased.

I don't think It Is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation concUtions of land mobile raJo
users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as Important
as business users of radio. but we have a considerable Investment in our models and in our
radio equipment. It Is a sizeable Industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC
actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds ofthousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

PIeae help me coatIDue the ...~Dtof my ....tbDe bJ' DOt aIIowIDC the I'CC to anT oat
1m prapoIa1 PR Docket 92-288 lor the 72-761111a bud. We aD Deed J01II' help ....tI.rbeca_
the Jl'CC hu a cJeeclUne ofFebruary 26. 1993 after wldch It may become more dI8lcu1t to aftld
h8JtlDI thtlH propollBJa from ,obIIlDto effect.

Sincerely. 'J

f:tu·e- T.t:-:C-l"-~£: e7

Mr & Mrs. Eric Gauhr>\
.7.224 Pleasant Va'. roo
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The Honorable Diane Feinstein -2- February 7, 1993

Please understand that many IOOdel airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet
and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The IOOdels themselves are expensive
to build; but IOOre to the point, they are capable of causing property
damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the
operator to lose control of the craft. we often fly our IOOdels at organ
ized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. we need
the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a
safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land IOObile radio users at the expense of radio control
IOOdelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our IOOdels and in our
radio equipnent. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands
of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and develo~nt

of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band. I will leave
you with this thought. Model airplanes don I t cause cancer.

JT:dt



2726-378 Shelter Island Drive
San.(Di~o_, C~:~t~~

January 25, 1993

Director, National Weather Service
1325 East-West Highway
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Dear Director:

I am very concerned about the news that there may be a discontinuation of high
frequency radio facsimile service especially here on the west coast. The NMC station
located at Point Reyes, California has been our only continuous and dependable
weather fax source since the closing of the La Jolla station in 1988.

There are between 800 and 1500 pleasure boats making use of the weather
Information station NMC supplies for west coast cruising from Canada to Central
America each year. Even pleasure boaters bound for the south Pacific region rely on
this station for weather covering some of their trip.

1. The loss of this station will reduce the safety of cruisers transiting the Eastern
Pacific.
2. If the loss of NMC coverage is unavoidable. will some other station or stations
increase their transmission power and frequencies to fill in this weather fax void?
3. What can I do to be assured of valid weather information for Eastern Pacific cruising
of the caliber of NMC transmissions if options 1 and 2 are not possible, preferably in a
hard copy (fax) format?

I feel that the closing of the Point Reyes statton would pose a real threat to the safety of
my family and boat. The potential loss of life and property and the expensIve costs of
sea rescues do not seem to warrant the closing of this station.

As a teacher of weather fax usage for cruising pleasure boaters, I am very aware of the
surge of weather fax equipment sales in the last 4 to 5 years. The question comes to
mind whether the "savings" accrued by closing these stations will not in turn produce
loss of revenues from equipment sales, service and class instruction nearly equal to or
in excess of the "saVings" to the over all economy.

~---
Harold L. Pastorius



Dawes H. Reyburn
2358N SanJaaqufi\ Dr. Merced, CA 85348 (208) 722-4318
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February 6, 1993
The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
united states Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

A short self introduction should suffice to identify myself and
help to explain why I am writing at this time. I am a retired
senior citizen and a resident of California. I spent thirty two
years of my working life employed by the United states Army and
United states Air Force, combined military and civilian service.
All of this employment was closely related to support of military
aircraft in one way or another. Although I have had a lifelong
fascination with things that fly, I was never fortunate enough to
become an air crew member.

A few years before my retirement, I was introduced to the
hobby/sport of radio controlled miniature model aircraft which
quickly became a major source of recreation and enjoyment to me and
several of my close friends. At 68 years of years of age I still
build and fly my own model aircraft and hope to continue for many
more years. I am a member, and three times "past president", of
the Merced County Radio Control Club, a non-profit hobby oriented
organization with approximately sixty members of various ages. The
club is dedicated to furthering the enjoyment and educational
benefit of activities associated with building and flying model
aircraft. We are community oriented and have presented static
displays and flight demonstrations for thousands of spectators.

Recently I was that the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC), W shin ton, DC has issued a Notice of Proposed
Rule Making (NPRM- Dock t 92-235) part of which, if issued, will
have the practic I effe t of eliminating nearly all of the
currently legal op ration f model aircraft. The FCC has given the
date of FEBRUARY 2 199 as a cutoff for formal presentation of
comments on the propo rule changes. The proposed changes will
have a nationwide negative impact on usability and availability of
radio frequencies currently assigned for model airplane use. We
need your help! PLEASE, DO NOT pass this situation off as a case
of one person in California who didn I t get the word! I am a member
of a national organization, headquartered in Reston, Virginia, that
has worked with the FCC for over forty years to aid radio control
modelers and they did not receive enough advance notice to prepare
a thoroughly researched and documented response either.

As to what the FCC is considering on NPRM-PR DOCKET 92-235, I
will not attempt to give you an in depth description. Simply put,
the FCC has assigned 50 frequencies between 72 and 73 Mhz to be
used for radio control of model airplanes. This small piece of the



radio spectrum is shared with another 50 channels assigned
alternately , in spe-cfrum sequence , to another service category
which includes pagers, beepers and land mobile use. This currently

~ allows 10 Khz separation between channels to reduce the chance of
alternate channel interference. This is "narrow band" operation
and is a situation we have accommodated by buying all brand new
equipment. Now they are proposing to add TWO MORE connnercial
channels between the existing channels (at 2.5 khz separation) and
allow all of the commercial channels to operate with an output
power that is four times greater than the model channels. This is
no longer narrow band, it is ridiculous. Industries that can charge
for their services and take a tax write off on their equipment
might obtain equipment that will work in this environment but a
modeler cannot. Further these will be mobile frequencies and we
will never be able to know the locations of the transmitters or
when they will be operating. Some of our aircraft take hundreds of
hours and hundreds of dollars to build and are capable of
relatively high speeds, i.e.; up to two hundred miles an hour, and
we cannot tolerate the risk of damage or injury if our signals are
over powered by a higher powered transmitter without adequate
frequency separation. The modeling community, on a reasonably
willing basis, replaced millions of dollars worth of radio
equipment in the late eighties and early nineties in order to get
the frequencies that we now use and were assigned to us by the FCC.
It appears that the FCC may be asking us to do it again, or be
frozen out. It cannot work this time as it is not feasible to
develop new radio equipment to operate safely in the environment
proposed and to sell at a price affordable to most of the modelling
community. A wealthy few could afford high prices but without the
hundreds of thousands of current modelers, the present supporting
manufacturers, distributors and outlets would just go away and with
them would go the jobs of all the employees. Additionally, tens of
thousands of youngsters, now interested in an affordable aspect of
aviation, would never have an opportunity to participate and learn.
We must not overlook this area of concern because many in our
current generations developed their love of aviation from building
and flying model airplanes. Where else are we to find the Mr. Dick
Rutans and the Mr. Neil Armstrongs of twenty/thirty years from now?
This may seem an "over blown' account of the situation but it is
the way that I see it. The whole modeling hobby and industry is at
risk. And no, I do not work in, nor do I receive any income, from
the model industry.

I am asking you for any and all help that your office can
provide to get the FCC to rethink this situation before it becomes
an "FCC RegUlation". If it becomes regulation, it probably could
never be reversed in the face of the business interests that are
seeking this change. The modelers of America only have a one half
interest in 1 Mhz, in a frequency spectrum containing BILLIONS of
frequencies, and this may be our only chance for this recreational
hobby to survive.

Respectfu~l~ yo~rs,
~/\ ","~"~'-;f'~
!~~ H. Reybur
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c:;~:)\'Tt1~ Honorable Diane Feinstein
Member of the Senate
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Honorable Feinstein:

I am deeply concerned about the proposed rule making
NPRM-PR Docket 92-235. I beg of you to vote NO.

The document proposes to add commercial radio
transmitters on and between the frequencies FCC has
assigned for flying model aircraft. Some of these are
scale models of full-size aircraft, taking hundreds of
hours to build, making them extremely valuable in labor
and equipment. Obviously, radio interference could
destroy a model aircraft .

Again, I beg of you to vote NO on NPRM-PR Docket 92-235.

I am retired and building models gives me many hours of
pleasure.

Yours truly,

~~1(~~
Densmore H. Sanders
519 W. Taylor, Space 403
Santa Maria, CA 93454

"i~';~~P:~: ~
. ... ~ .

. ,
." ....

.-:. '"I ",'"

.<..... "- ...•.•

"



The Hon~ble Dianne Feinstein
331 H~ Senate Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mrs. Feinstein:

I am retired and derive many hours of enjoyment from
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 5C frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders
and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions
invol ve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is dimi~ished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often ~ly our xodels at ::ganized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of ou~

full compl ement of radio frpquencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.

r do not think it is wise :: the ?~C :0 seek to i~prove the
operating con~iticns of land ffiobile ra~ic users at the expense of
'::'a~::':: c:r:trcl :':--~ode:er3. 'I':.. e r;'1I"'1,.... ::-.3.:i~-~:.~~,t :~,i,':~ ... ~: >~e are as ilr~portant

as busin~ss users of radios, L~t we have a :onsiderable investmen~



in our m~dels and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many
hours,· of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz
band.



February 1, 1993

~---------.........._-................_.a P',

••
The Honorable Dianne Feinstein. . ;~ '. 2.'..\
The u.s. Senate C" --::. ~. j ,~

Washington, District ofColumbia 20510

Senator Feinstein:

As an avid radi<r-control modeler, I am concerned aoout the proposed mle {Pr Docket 92-23S}

changes that currently are under Federal Communication Commission consideration. Ifadopt~ these

rule changes will significantly reduce the frequencies that are assigned for radio control model usage,

and increase the risk of accidents and the concatenated liability for individual radio control modelers. '.

Radio control frequencies are between 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private

land mobile dispatch operations. Model radio control frequencies are currently spaced far enough from

these land mobile frequencies to prevent either party from interfering with and jeopardizing the other

party's activities.

Ifthe FCC creates more mobile land frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and

rearranging the bands, then the land mobile frequencies will shift closer to model radio control fre

quencies and create interference with model radio frequencies. Fifty radio control frequencies are

presently available for model radio control usage; however, if these rules are adopted, then

approximately 19 frequencies will remain available for the radio control modeler's enjoyment.

While flying, radio control modelers endeavor to undertake extraordinary precautions to assure

the safety of the bystanders and the operators as well as the protection of property. Numerous safety

precautions have been designed to carefully regulate who operates on a specific frequency at specific

tinle; i.e., If two people attempt to operate on the same frequency simultaneously, then an accident will

result-to state the obvious. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished, then the remaining fre-

quencies will become congested and the safety margin will be decreased. As it is, congestion is so bad A
that I have had to wait weJl over an hour and a half tor a twenty minute turn to fly my model airplane.

Many model airplanes have wingspans up to 10 teet and weigh as much as 40 pounds, and are

expensive to build in terms of both money and personal labor. Succinctly, however, model radio

controlled aircrafts, regardless of tbeir size, are capable of inflicting severe property damage, serious

injury, and even death, if radio interference causes the pilot to lose control of the aircraft. The entire

spectrum of radio trequencies is required to assure .. safe flying environment for ourselves and the

hundreds of spectators who attend the numerous flying contests sponsored yearly by the pleThora of

model flying clubs arowld the country.

Please, allow me and my fellow flyers to continue the safe enjoyment of our hobby by not

pemlining the FCC to implement its proposed rule changes as embodied in PR Docket 92-235,

S~~re~. / /

Jh4:~~<,f/t
Arch Miller, 111I) Fallen Leaf Road, Arcadia, Califomia 91 UI)6: 818: J55-7781
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The Honorable Diane Fe1n8tein
U. S. senate OfIlce Bldg.
Washington. DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein.

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model aJrplanes. I personally own 1:.hre:e radios. w....c RIC models anohave a
workshop full of other products necessary to operating my models.

I am 'Fe'" cODcemect about tile PlopoMdraie uaat .. C1IfNDt17 aader coulderatloa bJ'the
J'edenl Comm""tcaUou e.unIIIIDD (FCC). fte .....dIP.,- ..Docket "181. IfadDpted
uae DeW rule wID...-...... tIae .....ty offloeq8e." CUl'latJ.y ......ed ... RIC model
..ucllDcreMe the rIB ofacctdeDa aDd atteDdeJlt 1IabIIItT.

Our radJo-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band 18 pl'l.mar!ly used for
prtvate land mobile diapatch operations. However. our radio-control trequenc1es In this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequendes that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

The NoUce of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket -.288 replaces Part 90 of the rules
with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use ofR/C aJreraft and surface models by keeping 10
Khz spacing between ftxed commerc1al users and frequencies used by RIC enthusJasts. The new
Part 88 will allow moblle users on frequenetes within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us.
elJmJnating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC a1rcraft) and
10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In
fact. more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models. we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protecUon of property. Many of our safety precautions Involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies Is
d1m1nished as proposed by the FCC. the rematntng frequencies will become congested and the
margtn of safety W1ll be greatly decreased.

I don't think It is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile ra10
users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radio. but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC
actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

PJeue be1p me coatIDue tbe ale~tofmy...tlme bT DOt aIIowIDI tbe l"CC to carry oat
ttl paopouJ PR Docket 92--2SlS tbr the 72-76 MIla bud. We aD Deed ,oar help uraeatJy--
the JI'CC ..... dfl8cUfne ofFebruary 26. 1993 after wbIch It may become more dJIBcaIt to awld
ba1tIDI theM propouJs from IoiDIlDto effect.

Sincerely.

LuJ.Q.J...(;vv~\ r~~~

WlllIA,~1 rI'\0~,! r.• ~,,"\"'I"(L

574 SANTA MAf.~~!E~:T/\ DRfVl
APTOS, CALIFORNiA 95003



The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

February 4, 1993

" II'" 3l, \ ...'Dear Senator Feinstein: "

c(j ~,: ',~':,J ,... \;;

I am active in a local club whose members enjoy consmlcting and operating radio controlled model airplanes.
My children are also getting involved.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents
and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile
dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either interfering with the other.

NOW the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and
rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control
frequencies and cause interference to the radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly
decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet or more and weigh as much as 40
pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build, but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
aircraft. The flying site the club I am involved with borders the local freeway, which could present a greater
risk of radio interference, and increase the risk of an accident for the operators of the aircraft and the operators
of the vehicles on the freeway if an aircraft were to come down in that area because of radio interference. We
need the use of our full complement or radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the
expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radios,
but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many
hours of enjoyment to thousand of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of
the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals
for the 72 - 76 MHz band.



•

•
DALE R. WOLD
21 Vista Lane

San LUis Obispo, CA 93401



February 5, 1993

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

I am writing to urge your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.C.C. for adoption.

If this proposal is put into operation, it will mean extreme difficulty in radio
transmission on the radio bands that have been assigned for exclusive use of the
Radio Control Model airplane enthusiasts. Assigning frequencies between the
ones now in existence, will cause radio interference that will result in destruction
of expensive equipment, out of control equipment that can cause a danger to the
safety of anyone operating or observing the operation of this equipment, and deny
a large segment of the population, pleasure in an exciting hobby.

I am a science teacher at Jefferson High School in the Los Angeles City School
District and I enjoy RIC flying with my dad. I do hope that you can help defeat
this proposal.

Sincerely yours,

J. Phillip Bliss
1311 So. Grand Ave.
San Pedro, CA 90731



William H. Sullivan
Affordable Solutions
36831 D. Newark Blvd. ('" ;""iG --9 ;,',',10: 37
Newark, CA. 94560-3162-''- ' ..

February 3, 1993

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, DC. 20510

RE: FCC PR Docket 92-235 ("Proposal")

I am a small businessman and long-time miniature aircraft hobbyist. During the last 20
years I have invested several thousand dollars in radio-controlled models, and devote a
major proportion of my time to this pursuit. like the million or so other modelers who fly
with me, I consider safety and equipment reliability to be my most important public
responsibilities. I belong to a national association, the AMA, and to a local flying club of
almost 200 members, both of which stress safety above all else.

The subject FCC proposal to intersperse additional mobile transmitter frequencies within
the 72 and 75 MHz. bands would result in more than 60% of the channels allocated to radio
control use becoming unsafe, and therefore unusable. Mobile stations are four times as
powerful as modeling stations, and permitting these transmitters to operate on frequencies
so close to model aircraft frequencies will result in many instances where the stations could
be on almost exactly the same frequency. This will occur even though both stations are
tuned within current FCC accuracy guidelines and are operating properly in all respects.
Picture the result; the mobile station will be 'controlling' the aircraft.

Now picture a small aircraft weighing between 8 and 45 pounds traveling at 60 - 100 mph
in populated areas, and which represents an investment of $500 - $5,000, as well as hundreds
of hours of effort. The aircraft is controlled using one of the above described channels.
These aircraft are sometimes flown by hundreds of pilots at large contest gatherings with
as many as 5,000 spectators. Can those two concepts coexist?

Of course not.

Adopting this proposal will signifipilltly increase the risk of accident, injury, and property
damage related to model aircraft flying. Mobile units are unpredictable and by their nature
will often be operating within 100 yards of flying aircraft, completely unknown to the pilots.
Miniature aircraft constantly attract drive-by spectators, many of whom will have mobile
transmitters. The 'shows' likely to be associated with this level of interference with 60% of



our channels will certainly be spectacular, if not fatal. Eventually, insurance will be
unobtainable, leading to more unsupervised 'pirate' flying, and even more injuries and
damage.

Even if accuracy tolerances are reduced and transmitter/receiver discrimination is improved
to the point where the Proposal is technically feasible, it will be significantly more expensive
to purchase this equipment. The majority of my fellow fliers are retired on fixed incomes,
and all have had to replace their equipment to comply with the 1990 frequency changes.
This change cut the accuracy tolerances by half; the current proposal will require four times
the accuracy (which is not currently possible). To ask us to replace it again would be
insufferable. To enforce tolerance reductions and the resulting mandatory equipment
changes for the mobile users would be impossible, and would simply result in numerous
pirate stations operating and 'shooting down' aircraft anyway.

I understand that additional frequencies are needed. I, and modelers like me have no
objection to sharing the frequency bands with others, but the current Proposal effectively
gives away most of our frequencies.

Please protect your public trust and this multi-million dollar industry; don't vote to approve
this frequency restructuring plan. Please ask the FCC to amend the Proposal to more
effectively separate the modeling frequencies from the mobile transmitter frequencies, or
cluster them so that mobile users are close to each other, but not that close to other, lower
power, users.

SV;lci<----
William H. Sullivan



The Honorable
:Jnited States

. -n' _') r:.~1 \0: 37
Dianne Feinstel~3tCJ

Senate
February 3 1993

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability for controlling model airplanes. Our radio control
" •••••~ ••. ~~"; lOG: ,"Ii i.:. -t,!;,e 7'2.- 76 MHz band. This band is primarily
used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without
either use interfering with the other.

I am an active member of two radio controlled model airplane clubs
in the local area and am also an active competitor in local and
community eve~ts. I, like many thousands of other model aviation
enthusiasts derive many hours of enjoyment from constructing and
operating radio controlled model aircraft.

If the proposed PR Docket 92-235 is passed it will render my radio
equipment unusable. I have a considerable investment in equipment
3~ do many thousands of other radio control model enthusiasts. We
just went through a frequency update by the FCC as of January 1991
',.;[,iet requir'ed us to either purchase new equipment or have cur
existing equipment modified to comply with the new ruling. This
was an expensive exercise. Now the FCC wants to create more land
mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and
rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies
cJusing interference that can destroy cur aircraft through control
luss. \ole go to great lengths to ensure the safety of the
0pe[~turs, bystanders and protection of personal property.

I do ;lOt think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we do have a considerabl e
investment in our models and radio equipment. The hobby provides
many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
cor;tributes to the advancement of the commercial aviation industry.
As a point of interest the military application of Remote Pilotless
Vehicle (RPV) development and use in the GULF War was a direct
result of radio control model aviation.

I

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to
10 feet and weigh as much as 30 to 40 pounds. The models
thems~lves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death


